This paper analyses the forms and distribution of terms which describe property concepts in Magar, a Himalayish language of Nepal. In many languages, such terms comprise a dedicated category referred to as adjectives, however in some languages, for example Magar, words that describe property concepts are derived from other categories. In this paper, these derived terms are referred to as adjectivals. In Magar, all native terms describing property concepts are derived from verbs (i.e. nominalizations which function adnominally and as copular complements), or are verbs (in intransitive verb constructions). Underived 'true' adjectives do exist in Magar, but these are entirely borrowings from the lingua franca, Nepali. The morphosyntactic behaviour of these two lexical classes, native adjectivals and borrowed adjectives, differs from each other and across the Magar dialects. The paper describes two dialects: Syangja and Tanahu. It is apparent that there is considerable and significant divergence with respect to the morphosyntax of both native adjectivals and borrowed adjectives. Moreover, data, especially from the more conservative dialect, Syangja, suggests that historically Magar may not have had an independent natural class of adjective. Rather property concepts were expressed by nouns or by verbs depending upon their time-stability -more constant properties are expressed with nominal(ization)s and non time-stable properties with verbs. k e y wor d s
and include Palpa and Syangja. The eastern dialects evince the latter and include Tanahu, Gorkha and Nawalparasi. The dialects analyzed in this paper are representative of both variants and are spoken in the Tanahu and Syangja districts. 7 This paper is organized as follows: Section 2 briefly presents generalizations about adjectivals and adjectives in Tibeto-Burman languages. Section 3 describes native adjectivals ( §3.1) and borrowed adjectives ( §3.3) in Magar, and discusses dialectal divergence. Section 4 summarizes and discusses the implications of the data for understanding word classes and historical development in Magar.
Adjectives and adjectivals in Tibeto-Burman
Within functionalist theory, grammatical categories, or word classes, are claimed to arise from prototypes according to either of two inter-related schema. The first is the time-stability schema according to which nouns represent the most time-stable concepts, and verbs the least (Givón 1984 (Givón , 2001 ). The second is the predication schema, whereby the prime unit of communication is the predication, whose basic parts are predicates and arguments. Nouns represent those words which are prototypically used as arguments; verbs represent those which are prototypically used as predicates. According to either schema, adjectives are problematic: they represent concepts whose time stability falls between that of nouns and verbs (Givon 1984: 51-55; Croft 1991: 53) and their status as predicates or arguments is, as a group, indeterminate (Givon 1984: 74; Bhat 1994: 155-242) . As a result of this indeterminacy and overlap with nouns and verbs, it has been observed that many languages lack an easily definable category of adjective (Dixon 1982 : 2, 2004 : 9, Thompson 1990 ). In such languages, either nouns or verbs may express property concepts and any adjectives that they do have may exhibit behaviours that distinguish them from nouns or verbs only in small ways (Givon 1984: 53; Wetzer 1992 Wetzer , 1996 ). An adjective class may exhibit specific morphology, distinctive word-order, or may participate in constructions such as the comparative-superlative, which preclude other word-classes; however this is not necessarily the case in all languages.
Many languages have only a small and closed set of adjectives. However, as Dixon (2004: 2) has observed, such languages can extend this set "almost indefinitely by derivations based on nouns and verbs." Tibeto-Burman languages comply with this generalization. Adnominal modifiers in Tibeto-Burman languages are almost invariably nominalized, i.e. they are derived with a morpheme which also derives, or has historically derived, nouns. This pattern was first observed by Matisoff (1972) for Lahu (Loloish), and the phenomenon was dubbed "nominalization-attribution syncretism" by Noonan (2008: 82) . It is considered a prominent feature of Tibeto-Burman languages (Matisoff 1972; Delancey 1986 Delancey , 2005 Noonan 1997 Noonan , 2008 Bickel 1999; Watters 2002 inter alia) .
The native Tibeto-Burman pattern is, generally, to express property concepts as nouns (i.e. nominalizations) when modifying, and as stative verbs when predicating. According to Noonan (1998b) , where other patterns are found in Tibeto-Burman, the language has likely innovated. One common sort of innovation involves the establishment of a class of adjectives through large-scale borrowing. In Tibeto-Burman languages, borrowed adjectives do not generally undergo the deri-
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vational processes that native forms do; and they therefore form a separate (sub-)class of adjectives.
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Distinct classes or sub-classes of adjectives need not depend on the presence of borrowings. The presence of distinct lexical classes of adjectives as opposed to derived adjectivals is a phenomenon which has been observed across Tibeto-Burman and is prevalent in the languages of the Himalayan area. According to Genetti (2007 Genetti ( : 207-12, 2008 two distinct classes are observed for Newar: lexical adjectives that are not related to verbs and adjectivals which are derived from verbs. Manange likewise is described as having "true" and "verb-like adjectives" (Genetti and Hildebrandt, 2004) . Mongsen Ao (Coupe 2007: 208ff; Genetti et al. 2008; Genetti in press) exhibits adjective and de-verbal-adjectival classes; this occurs also in Dongwang Tibetan and Zhuokeji rGyalrong Genetti in press) . Distinct underived and derived adjective classes are also observed for Kham (Magaric), though as Watters observes: ""Adjective" as a natural word class is almost non-existent in Kham. The entire class is comprised of three native words -'big', 'small' and 'short'." (Watters 2002: 111 
Adjectivals and adjectives in Magar
As stated, Magar has two distinct lexical classes that encode property concepts. The first comprises native Magar lexical verbs which are nominalised to function as adnominal modifiers or as copular complements; these are refered to here as adjectivals. The second class comprises underived adjectives, all of which are borrowed from Nepali, the Indo-Aryan lingua franca.
In Magar, core semantic concepts (as identified by Dixon 1997 Dixon , 2004 , which cross-linguistically are generally expressed as a distinct and independent category of adjectives, are either derived de-verbal nominals or borrowings. For example, 'dimension' in (1), 'age' in (2), 'value' in (3) and 'colour' in (4), are either de-verbal nominalizations, as in (1a, 2a, 3a and 4a) , or borrowed from Nepali, as in (1b, 2b, 3b and 4b) . Virtually all nominalizations are formed with -cyo or -cʌ, which are allomorphic dialectal variants. The nominalizing prefix mi-also occurs in a single term mi-nam 'new'. The nominalizers, as well as their supporting copulas le and ale, which also differ across the dialects, are discussed in §3. 
Native adjectivals
Native terms describing properties in Magar are inherently (i.e. in their underived state) verbal.
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Verbs are nominalized to form adnominal adjectivals. These are described in §3.1.1. Native terms can also express property concepts as predications. They will function syntactically either as copu- 14 With respect to the origins of nominalizer -cyo ~ -cʌ, Noonan (2007: 7) suggests that certain "Bodic nominalizers may be traced to combinations of older nominalizers with other morphological material. One possibility is the widely attested Bodic sequential converbal suffix *si". In Chantyal, the converbal suffix has merged phonologically with a nominalizer -wa (from PTB *pa), resulting in the nominalizer Šo. Noonan observes that the nominalizers in Sunwar (DeLancey 1992) and Magar, -Šo and -cyo respectively, have likely undergone the same derivation as Chantyal. Kham (Watters 2002 ) also has a combination of two morphemes an "intransitive verbalizer" -s plus the nominalizer -o, resulting in -so which functions as an attributive nominalizer to which the Magar form may be related. Another possibility is that the morpheme -cyo may also be a reinforced nominalizer, i.e. an older nominalizer to which the nominalizer -o, which also marks the genitive, has been added. Thus a genitive-marked nominalizer has become an attributive marker. The primary synchronic function of the nominalizer -cyo ~ -cʌ is to express property concepts, i.e. attributes; hence it is glossed 'attributive' [ATT].
The morpheme mi-~me-~ my-, in addition to functioning as a nominalizer, is also an inalienable possession marker. As such it expresses that a noun is part of, or integral to, another entity. 18 It is exemplified in (6). 'Why, do you say "no killing"?' X The prefix is fully productive in both functions. This productivity, as well the fact that it derives a single adjectival, suggests that its function to derive adjectivals is a relatively new one (GrunowHårsta 2009, in press).
The nominalizer -cyo ~ -cʌ derives patient (7a), agent (7b), and event nominals (7c). Both descriptive as in (7a) and active verbs, as in (7b) and (7c), may be nominalized. The inalienable possession marker has a broad range and is used with both animates and non-animates; it appears with: body-parts including emissions and essential fluids, personal characteristics and emotions, offspring including eggs, domiciles, integral parts of life and community, and highly valued items or necessities. be.able-ATT.NMZ-PL-ERG now hospital-LOC carry=IMPF 'As for hospital, doctors and such things, those who are able now take (their ill) to hospital.'
Agent and patient nominalizations are largely limited to plural forms. This limited productivity suggests that -cyo ~ -cʌ is losing its general nominalising ability as it simultaneously develops a more specialized function, 19 which is to mark property concepts (Grunow-Hårsta 2009, in press). The nominalizer -cyo ~ -cʌ is very productive in its derivation of adjectivals. A short list of semantically core adjectivals appears in (9). These examples are all derived from descriptive (intransitive and stative) verbs; however adjectivals can be derived from virtually all verbs (including active and transitive). Both descriptive and active nominalized verbs are exemplified in (10). be.able-ATT.NMZ-PL-ERG now hospital-LOC carry=IMPF 'As for hospital, doctors and such things, those who are able now take (their ill) to hospital.' X Non-restrictive adjectivals and adjectival clauses are uncommon in Magar. However, they are attested, particularly when opening a discourse. In these contexts, the principal referent will have been introduced and additional qualification or explanation is provided in an adjectival clause, as in (12). Non-restrictive adjectival clauses parallel appositional nominals, in (13); both are nominal(ized), both follow the noun to which they refer, and both provide ancillary information. X In the preceding section, it has been demonstrated that the morphemes cyo-and mi-derive nominals; hence they are nominalizers. The result of a nominalization process is, by definition, a noun (Comrie and Thompson 1985: 349) ; nevertheless these nominalizations are discussed independently of nouns because they share the cross-linguistically prototypical characteristics of the class of adjectives, i.e. they describe the properties of nouns. They are also semantically distinct from nouns insofar as they specify rather than instantiate, and are non-referential as opposed to referential (Dixon 1982 (Dixon , 2004 Croft 1991; Bhat 2007) .
Furthermore, in Magar, as in many Bodic languages, constructions headed by nominalizers have innovated beyond their primary and expected function of deriving nominals. Noonan (1997, 2008: 231) attributes such innovation to the versatility and extensive use of nominalization in these languages. Watters (2008: 2) also observes that in these languages, "nominalization is a multi-functional instrument." Nominalizers have been documented as marking relative, adverbial and converbal clauses, as well as complement structures (Genetti 2008, in press; Genetti et al. 2008) . In Magar, the nominalizer -cyo ~ cʌ, has developed into an attributive marker. In other words, the nominalizer derives terms which are semantically adjectives.
On morphosyntactic grounds, however, it is less clear that native Magar has a distinct class of adjectives. As observed, the same morpheme derives both adjectivals and nominals. As seen above, non-restrictive adjective clauses fill the same slot as nouns in apposition. Moreover, restrictive adjectivals pattern syntactically with nouns in other respects: both adjectivals and nouns can modify nouns, and in both cases the modifier precedes the modified. In (14a) 'tiger's teeth' is an NP modifying 'necklace' and in (15a) 'frog' modifies 'child' 23 and in the same syntactic slot we find adjectivals 'beautiful' (14b) and 'small'(15b). X Both adjectivals and nouns are gradable and can be preceded by intensifiers and quantifiers, as seen in (16) and (17). X The parallel morphological and syntactic behaviours of adjectivals and nouns suggests that Magar may not have a separate category of adjective, but simply has nominal(ization)s modifying nouns. Or at the very least, it seems that Magar could be classified as having strongly "noun-like adjectives" (Dixon 2004: 11) . However, as shall be seen, in non-copular predications, terms that describe property concepts pattern precisely with verbs ( §3.1.2.2), pointing to a very different classification.
Predicational adjectivals
Across languages, property concepts may be expressed in predications. These may take the form of copular constructions in which the property is expressed as an argument supported by a copular predicate 24 (Dixon 2004: 6) , or they may take the form of intransitive clauses in which the property is expressed verbally. Languages will generally utilize one of these constructions. In some languages, such as Magar, speakers employ both. 25 The two constructions are described in §3.2.1.1 and §3.2.1.2.
Adjectival copula complements
In native Magar, property concepts expressed as copular complements are nominalizations. Like adnominal adjectivals, they are derived with -cyo ~ -cʌ (18); mi-nam also occurs as a copular complement (19). The dialects diverge in respect to the copulas that support this construction. In the Syangja dialect, the nominalization is the complement of the equative copula ale, as in (18a), (19a) and (20a), which is also the copula used with noun complements; compare (20a) and (20b). In the Tanahu dialect, adjectival complements occur with the locative copula le, as in (18b), (19b) and (21a). This divergence is likely a consequence of leveling and loss. In the Tanahu dialect, ale is losing ground to le, as evidenced by the fact that nominal copular complements are not supported by the equative ale in past tenses, where it has been supplanted by le; compare (21b) and (21c). 26 In both dialects, adjectival copular complements may also be supported with the inchoative copula chanɦ 'become', as in (22). Examples (23a, b) , where the adjectival is realized in a copula complement, imputes a general and presumably long-term characteristic to the subject. By contrast, example (23c), with the property concept expressed by an intransitive verb, implies that the same characteristic was temporary; it expresses how the person acted on a particular occasion. In this regard, copula complements align with nouns in their time-stability. In the Syangja dialect, where the same copula is used with both nominal and adjectival complements, they could felicitously be given a nominal translation as in (23a), an interpretation not possible in the Tanahu dialect. Likewise, examples (18a), (19a) and (20a) above, from Syangja dialect, can have the following nominal interpretations: 'The kid is a white one.', 'The bag is a new one.', and 'The young girl is a beautiful one.' respectively. 
Adjectival intransitive verbs
As seen in (23c), property concepts are also expressed with intransitive verbs. These intransitive verbs express transient and less time-stable properties, as would be expected of a verbal construction. This is exemplified in (24). Mother-ERG boy-child happy-CAUS-PST 'Mother made the little boy happy.' X Adjectival verbs inflect with the full range of verbal morphology. This includes: derivational morphology, such as the negative (25a) and the causative (25b); subject-verb agreement (26b-g), which has been preserved in the Syangja dialect; 27 TAM markers, including the copula le, which has come to signify imperfective aspect (26a-c); and the vestigial nominalizers -mʌ (26d-e) and -o (26f), which have become fully integrated into the finite verbal paradigm and express continuous and habitual aspects respectively (Grunow-Hårsta 2009: in press; see DeLancey in press for a discussion of the integration of nominalizers into finite verb paradigms as a general process). Other TAM markers include the irrealis (26g), the optative (26h), the imperative (26i), and the hortative (26j). Mother-ERG boy-child happy-CAUS-PST 'Mother made the little boy happy.' X 27 Agreement on verbs is a salient feature in other Himalayish languages and attributed to the proto-language (DeLancey 1988 (DeLancey , 1989 (DeLancey , 1992 van Driem 1990 van Driem , 1991 van Driem , 1995 van Driem and 1999 and Watters 2002) . It is absent from the Tanahu dialect. The only restriction on adjectival verb constructions is that the verb be intransitive. To this end, speakers of the Syangja dialect employ a de-transitivizing morpheme -cis, 29 
